
2/10/71 


Mr. Alan Barth 

The' Waiihiiigtoii Pout ~ ~ 

1513 L St. , hW 
Washington, D.C. 

Bear Mr. Barth, 

We are all la your debt for that excellent statement of both opinion and fact 
in this morning’s paper, titled ‘'Should Mitchell Eavesdrop without Court Approval? " 

It in important writing, in a proper context, and it addresses the rapid disappearance 
of our moot basic rights. Especially do I like what most today eschew, the accurate 
uae of the description "authoritarian" and the reference to Orwell. 

lt , A f 1 01 ' ihi ^ llaa bewM v<ir y EUCil 011 “inh and, to a degree, has dominated mv 
liie, because oi my recent wilting and official disapproval of and interference with 
it. lix'-Oiiiuently , this has boon by the Department of Justice. 

Our rights, the sanctity of the law, the integrity of government and even that 
sanctioned use of eavesdropping, in tho last analysis, depend upon the federal word, 
fou did not have space for this, so it is this that I address, homebody, in the sanctioned 
eavesdropping, has to give hio word to a judge or an official who then accepts that 
word, ihe dependability of the given word is therefore relevant. 

1 now speak only from personal experience, 100/ of which is supported by written 
statements of the Department of Jus tic and other agencies to me and in my possession. 

First, I asked for- the J)_blic official records used to extradite James Earl Kay. 

Jhen, after six months without any response, X obtained a lawyer, there then ensued a 
long series of letters not_* single one of which is truthf id ! first the Deputy attorney 
General denied the possession of those records hia Departwimt originated. Then he 
repeated this lie. But these records Ixatl not only originated with Justice, as it turned 
out, they had also C£nfiacated the records of the British court - with the assent of that 
court and that government (here, too, it is all in writing and in «v possession, from the 
clerk of that court, by direction of the chief magiffcate, and the Homo Office). Bo, 1 
filed suit. 


Just before the long-delayed hearing, the Department capitulated and promised to 
deliver that which I sought, under the law "public information". But they held back, 
and eventually I got what X believe is rather exceptional, a summary judgement against 
Justice, aspite that, to this day I haven't gotten 100/i of what was ordered given me. 
My book will be out in two weeks, but I'm still waiting for a small part of this. Worse, 
and stupidly and needlessly, a Department lawyer perjured himself, Swearing falsely tiiat 
he had delivered what he had, in fact not. ^hin is proven by both the later covering 
letter and the presence of a Washington Post reporter, Paul Valentine, heed I accent 
the materiality when his false swearing was about what, the court had ordered delivered, 
what I sued for. 


I then asked Mitchell who watches the watchman, who jails his lawyer for what he'd 
jail me for. lie ha3 not replied. Nor has he or the lawyer involved denied what I tell you. 

X have since filed other actions in which, knowingly, the Department lias grossly 


ill one instance the lawyer cited a'- the law 'what * * ax lu recoras ^ ®y possession, 
law to eliminate. That LL ifon apS^ In greSS 3pecifica ^ rewrote the 

of may papers two days ago), there is not a single '*1 now aub j udice (l just filed some 
anything - letters, appeSs, rej”ttons! r^ < ^SSnn o f “ ° r , r COmplute . station of 
tliat I, a non-lawyer representing mvself „„ • f laws. Misquotation is so obvious 
The relevant portions of ^1^"^!^^ infidelity of evern one ! 
withheld from the court. The net effect was to ^S'uploX 

But, with all theso^ie^to^Iatch^^ with^Ld^^i in £ h ” paper3 1 havo j'U3t filed, 
completed response to one set before getting the££f Wit ! llleld froa m ,in til I*d 
meet the time deadline and rewrite So I nl!t f waa im P°33ibl^ for lae to 

find time to read such lengthy paoorg. * However I h , M ° ader xf a bus y judge can or will 
intrusion into my writing ^”SeedomTwSte £ ** itself an 

ini orioation, copies of omriri evidence in a jmbi^ **** ° f PUbli ° 

*■ sj/trs ottth - to * «« ^ 

other time, in effect if not in fact C £ P^jm^r by it and the 

the need to tap wires, eavesdrop or Vany way inhibit^hr ti'L^ 7™ ^ U cerUfies 
or bad (and may I remind you that the rights Jf & W . f Amc ' rioan * ^ood 

remain the correct word, in defense of those of the "bad")? established, if that 

as the enclosed review from Publisher's Weet-w (v..-,™ > v 

printed book reflects, it is reallv an an^vniTri £ d ° n P roofa ) of my about-to-be 
and what U dominated. * ** ^ «tudy of the Detriment of Justice 

lnese bays have "improved" uoon 0rwe31 '» m~ u__ + , . 

it happened, *his gang is rewriting it as tt hon els fn ’ ? ******* ^atory after 

ness, all hojier than the pope, all in the P ° trlotipro ze '^s- 

undortakel U The U £t£ra W Mght i 't£e a you°less W than C M e ho 0 1 «** ^ will 

thi3 total dishonesty ran 110 pages. ^ hour# But last papers documenting 

te-Uto 0th r 1 ” trUi,1 “ s ' ** I All not 

not yet ready to disclose publiclv but o u i Pt d mal1 tbe Phone. I havo what I am 
carbon copies of T’ &S 1 bell * Ve 1 ^ ah ™ 

the subcontractor, conversations between COmplate “ lth cancelled checks to 

and envelope of the "froS" ^d - £ Lri 7* **&«*">' the letterhead 

stomach for one e,aployee, who gave me these 'things *** t0 ° ^ f ° r the 

It is not only later than you think. It is worse than you say. 

But congratulations are hardly enouch for H n 
service, «, very seed . cmpla ot ^ tto „„„ iVL?' 


Sincerely p 


Harold V/eiaberg 


